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DETAILED ACTION 

Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-29 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 29 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 28. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 3, 11, 13, 16, 19, and 21-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

5. Claims 21 , 22, 25, 26, 28, and 29 recite the limitation "the same resource". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 
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6. Claim 28 recites the limitation "both sent requests". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

7. Claim 29 recites the limitation "the first sent requests". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

8. Claim 29 recites the limitation "the second sent request". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

9. Claims 3, 11, 13, 16, 19, 23, 24, and 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly 
claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the invention because the term "do 
not repeat indicator" in claims 3, 11, 13, 16, 19, 23, 24, and 27 is a vague and unclear, 
which renders the claims indefinite. The term "do not repeat indicator" is not defined by 
the claim, the specification does not clearly define the term, and one of ordinary skill in 
the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. The Examiner 
notes that it is unclear as to what action the indicator is referring to, and that the " do not 
repeat indicator " could be referring to any action that is not to be repeated. For 
examination purposes the "do not repeat indicator" will be equated to simply meaning 
any visitor identifier (i.e. a valid cookie) and the thing not to be repeated will be equated 
to not assigning a new visitor identifier {i.e. assigning a new cookie) if valid one already 
exists. The Examiner notes that this is not the only reasonable interpretation of a "do 
not repeat indicator" and that there are many other possible interpretations of such a 
vague term. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

10. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

11. Claims 1-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Barnett 
et al. (6,766,370), hereinafter referred to as Barnett. 

12. Regarding claims 1 and 18, Barnett disclosed a method comprising the steps of: 
a.) receiving a request for a resource, the request originating at a client (column 16, 
lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); b.) determining whether the request for the resource includes a 
visitor identifier (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17, the session ID in the cookie)] c.) 
responsive to the request not including the visitor identifier: assigning a new visitor 
identifier (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); and sending a redirection request with 
the new visitor identifier to the client (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); d.) 
categorizing data sent with the request for the resource (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 
17); and e.) repeating steps a-d until reaching a session expiration (column 16, lines 41- 
65 and Fig. 17). 

13. Regarding claims 3 and 19, Barnett disclosed a method comprising the steps of: 
a.) receiving a request for a resource from a requestor, the request having an address 
(column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); b.) determining whether the request for the 
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resource included a do not repeat indicator (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17, 
determining whether the request included a cookie with a valid session ID): c.) 
responsive to the request including the do not repeat indicator (column 16, lines 41-65 
and Fig. 17), assigning a visitor identifier from the requestor's address (column 16, lines 
41-65 and Fig. 17); d.) categorizing data received with the request for the resource 
(column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); and e.) repeating steps a-d until reaching a 
session expiration (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17). 

14. Regarding claim 11, Barnett disclosed a device comprising: a communication 
interface for receiving a request for a resource and sending a visitor identifier (column 
16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); a cookie handler coupled to the communications interface 
for testing the request for the resource (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); checking 
whether a do not repeat indicator is present in the request for the resource (column 16, 
lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); and assigning the visitor identifier (column 16, lines 41-65 and 
Fig. 17); a session controller coupled to the cookie handler for signaling a session end 
for a particular visitor identifier (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); and, a repository 
for storing data sent with the request for the resource (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 
17). 

15. Regarding claim 14, Barhett disclosed a method comprising the steps of: sending 
a request for a resource to a data collection server (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); 
in response to the request not including a visitor identifier: receiving a new visitor 
identifier and a redirection request from the data collection server (column 16, lines 41- 
65 and Fig. 17); sending the request for a resource with the new visitor identifier to the 
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data collection server; and, receiving the requested resource (column 16, lines 41-65 
and Fig. 17). 

16. Regarding claim 16, Barnett disclosed a method comprising the steps of: sending 
a request for a resource to a data collection server (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); 
in response to the request not including a visitor identifier: receiving a do not repeat 
indicator and a redirection request from the data collection server (column 16, lines 41- 
65 and Fig. 17); sending the request for a resource with the do not repeat indicator to 
the data collection server; and, receiving the requested resource (column 16, lines 41- 
65 and Fig. 17). 

17. Regarding claims 2, 4, 6, 8, 12, 15, 17, and 20 Barnett disclosed a method 
wherein the visitor identifier comprises a cookie (column 16, lines 41-60). 

18. Regarding claim 5, Barnett disclosed a method wherein determining whether the 
request for the resource included a visitor identifier further comprises the steps of: 
comparing the visitor identifier with a range of valid visitor identifiers (column 16, lines 
41-65 and Fig. 17); and, in response to the visitor identifier being outside the range of 
valid visitor identifiers, indicating that the request did not include the visitor identifier 
(column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17). 

19. Regarding claim 7, Barnett disclosed a method wherein categorizing data 
received with the request for the resource comprises the steps of: categorizing the data 
received with the request for the resource by at least one selected from the group 
consisting of a visitor identifier, a page identifier, and a time stamp (column 16, lines 41- 
65 and Fig. 17). 
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20. Regarding claim 9, Barnett disclosed a method wherein step e.) comprises: 
repeating steps a-d for a predetermined amount of time (column 20, lines 27-34). 

21. Regarding claim 10, Barnett disclosed a method wherein step e.) comprises: 
repeating steps a-d until receiving a particular request for a resource (column 16, lines 
41-65 and Fig. 17). 

22. Regarding claim 13, Barnett disclosed a device where a cookie handler for 
testing the requested for the resource and creating the visitor identifier further 
comprises: a means for sending a do not repeat indicator associated with the visitor 
identifier (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17), coupled to the communication interface 
(column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); and, a means for checking whether the do not 
repeat indicator is present in the request for the resource, coupled to the communication 
interface (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17). 

23. Regarding claims 21, 25, 28, and 29 Barnett disclosed wherein the received 
request identifies a resource, and the redirection request identifies the same resource 
(column 15, lines 45-60). 

24. Regarding claims 22 and 26, Barnett disclosed wherein the received request 
identifies an address, and the redirection request identifies the same address (column 
15, lines 45-60). 

25. Regarding claim 23, Barnett wherein sending a redirection request comprises 
sending a redirection request including a do not repeat indicator (column 16, lines 41-65 
and Fig. 17). 



Application/Control Number: 10/608,515 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2141 

26. Regarding claim 24, Barnett disclosed c.1) responsive to the request not 
including a do not repeat indicator (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17); assigning a 
new visitor identifier; and sending a redirection request with the new visitor identifier and 
a do not repeat indicator to the client (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17). 

27. Regarding claim 27, Barnett disclosed wherein receiving a redirection request 
comprises receiving a redirection request including a do not repeat indicator, and 
wherein sending the request for a resource with the new visitor identifier comprises 
sending the request for a resource with the new visitor identifier including 

the do not repeat indicator (column 16, lines 41-65 and Fig. 17). 



Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Bradford F. Fritz whose telephone number is 571-272- 
3860. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00 - 4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on 571-272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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